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WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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Detailed Action 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

Claims 1-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter, as they do not fall under any of the 
statutory classes of inventions. The language in the claims raise an issue 
because the claims are directed merely to an abstract idea that is not tied to an 
article of manufacture which would result in a practical application producing a 
concrete, useful, and tangible result to form the basis of statutory subject matter 
under 35 U.S.C. 101. 



Claims 1-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

Claims 1-8 are non-statutory because it fails to be claimed in conjunction with a 
computer readable medium. The components claimed, (i.e. a program module) is 
interpreted as being implemented by software. Software, per se, does not fall within a 
statutory category of patentability. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office Action: 
A per son shall be entitled to patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 
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Claims 1-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being fully anticipated by 
McConnell et al. United States Patent No. 6,993,475 B1. 
As per claim 1 : 

McConnell teaches a system/method comprising: a program module that receives 
inputs and generates from the received inputs a collection of ranked interpretations, the 
collection of ranked interpretations comprising one or more constraints on a data 
schema (column 19 lines 66-67 and column 20 lines 1-6). 
As per claim 2: 

McConnell teaches a system/method, wherein the inputs comprise a natural language 
request (column 20 lines 13-14 and Abstract lines 1 1-12). 
As per claim 3: 

McConnell teaches a system/method, wherein the inputs comprise a filter (column 19 
lines 43-54). 
As per claim 4: 

McConnell teaches a system/method, wherein the inputs comprise a bias (column 1 
lines 53-60). 
As per claim 5: 

McConnell teaches a system/method, wherein the inputs comprise a culture (column 9 
lines 59-67). 
As per claim 6: 

McConnell teaches a system/method, wherein the inputs comprise a schema for data to 
be operated upon (column 11 lines 8-11). 
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As per claim 7: 

McConnell teaches a system/method, further comprising a module for connecting to a 
plurality of search providers (column 1 lines 64-66). 
As per claim 8: 

McConnell teaches a system/method, wherein the module for connecting to the plurality 
of search providers receives search results from the plurality of search providers 
(column 1 lines 50-60). 
As per claim 9: 

McConnell teaches a system/method comprising: in response to receiving a natural 
language request and at least one input, generating a plurality of ranked interpretations 
(column 41 lines 38-42); and performing an action in response to at least one of the 
plurality of ranked interpretations (column 41 lines 61-64). 
As per claim 10: 

McConnell teaches a system/method, wherein the action comprises performing a 
search (column 28 lines 65-67 and column 29 lines 1-2). 
As per claim 11: 

McConnell teaches a system/method, wherein the action comprises executing a 
command represented by the at least one of the plurality of ranked interpretations 
(column 42 lines 42-50). 
As per claim 12: 

McConnell teaches a system/method, wherein the at least one input comprises a filter 
(column 19 lines 43-54). 
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As per claim 13: 

McConnell teaches a system/method, wherein the at least one input comprises a bias 
(column 1 lines 53-60). 
As per claim 14: 

The method of claim 9, wherein the at least one input comprises a culture (column 9 
lines 59-67). 
As per claim 1 5: 

The method of claim 9, wherein the at least one input comprises a schema for data 
upon which the action will be taken (column 1 1 lines 8-11). 
As per claim 16: 

McConnell teaches a system/method comprises: analyzing the natural language 
request to determine a plurality of relevant terms (column 9 lines 45-48), associating 
each of the plurality of relevant terms with at least one structure of a plurality of 
structures in a schema associated with data upon which the action will be taken (column 
9 lines 59-67); combining terms associated with the at least one structure to generate at 
least one interpretation of the plurality of interpretations (column 27 lines 31-37); and 
assigning a rank to the at least one interpretation (column 42 lines 42-45). 
As per claim 17: 

McConnell teaches a system/method, further comprising sending at least one of the 
plurality of ranked interpretations to at least one of a plurality of search providers 
(column 1 lines 50-60). 
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As per claim 18: 

McConnell teaches a system/method, further comprising receiving a collection of search 
results from at least one of a plurality of search providers (column 1 lines 66-67 and 
column 2 lines 1-5). 
As per claim 19: 

McConnell teaches a system/method, further comprising receiving a set of parameters 
(column 10 lines 53-55). 
As per claim 20: 

McConnell teaches a system/method, wherein the set of parameters comprises an 
expansion policy (column 16 line 29). 
As per claim 21: 

McConnell teaches a system/method, wherein the set of parameters comprises an 
interpretation generation policy (column 27 lines 28-37). 
As per claim 22: 

McConnell teaches a computer-readable medium comprising computer-executable 
instructions for in response to receiving a natural language request (column 14 lines 13- 
16 and Abstract lines 11-12); analyzing the natural language request to determine a 
plurality of relevant terms, associating each of the plurality of relevant terms with a 
structure in a schema associated with data upon which an action will be taken (column 
9 lines 59-67); combining terms associated with the structure to generate at least one 
interpretation of the natural language request (column 42 lines 42-45); assigning a rank 
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to the at least one interpretation (column 42 lines 42-45); and performing an action in 
response to the at least one interpretation (column 27 lines 29-31). 
As per claim 23: 

McConnell teaches a system/method, comprising further computer-executable 
instructions for performing a search (column 28 lines 65-67 and column 29 lines 1-2). 
As per claim 24: 

McConnell teaches a system/method, comprising further computer-executable 
instructions for executing a command represented by the at least one interpretation 
(column 32 lines 3-6). 
As per claim 25: 

McConnell teaches a system/method, comprising further computer-executable 
instructions for connecting to a plurality of search providers (column 14 lines 48-59). 
As per claim 26: 

McConnell teaches a system/method, comprising further computer-executable 
instructions for displaying search results (column 14 lines 42-47). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Fariborz Khoshnoodi whose telephone number is 571- 
270-1005. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th every other F 8:00-4:00.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Christian Chace can be reached on 571-272-4190. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Examiner 
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